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Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the provision of a 3" 
high board (claim 2), and the provision of fitted grooves in the horizontal bars (claim 12) 
must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: Claim 8 refers to the slings as being made of cloth, however 
the specification as filed fails to specifically mention this feature; similarly, claim 12 
refers to the horizontal bars as having a fitted groove, while the specification fails to 
mention such a feature. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claims 7 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: in line 1 of 
each claim, it appears as though "slings are" should be - -sling is- - in view of the 
recitation at claim 1, line 7. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. In claim 6, line 3, the extension of the feet of the handle 
extending downwardly "but before" a plane is not entirely clear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thibault (FR 1.157.626) in view of Eckman (US 3,236,537) and Edhardt (US 
2,660,446). Thibault teaches a device for moving items including a pair of handles (rear 
most portions of 1) which are perpendicular to lateral elements, a flat rectangular body 
(proximate central portions of 1) with at least a raised front border (at 5) and a further 
body portion (24) having a rectangular shape with an upstanding rim there-around, a 
truncated h-shaped handle stand portion including a pair of feet (not referenced, but 
shown at the rear of the rectangular portion and the front ends of the sloping handle 
portions) for engaging a ground portion, the feet being located closer to a user than the 
wheels, and thus before the wheel plane, as best understood, the handles including 
diagonal support elements connected between the handles and handle stand (again, 
not referenced, shown below the handle bar portions and extending to the feet); a wheel 
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positioned at the distal end of the body (3) for facilitating movement thereof, wherein 
objects may be placed as desired by a user, the cart further including facility for 
accommodating at least two horizontal bars (26. 27) which extend fonA/ardly of the body 
on sides of the wheel, which may be clamped to a fonA^ard upstanding perimeter (e.g., 
5) of the body portion 1 . 

The reference to Thibault fails to teach the provision of a sking between the 
handle portions. Eckman teaches a single wheeled cart which may be used with a sling 
element (10) which may be connected between each of two handles (7, see figure 5). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide the cart of Thibault with a sling as taught by Eckman, connectable between the 
handles thereof, for the purpose of assisting a user in moving the cart. 

The reference to Thibault as modified by Eckman fails to teach a cowl provided 
around and above the wheel, but not in front of the wheel. Edhardt teaches a single 
wheeled cart having a cowl (3, 4, 6, etc.) which extends to the sides and above a single 
wheel (1) but not in the front of the wheel. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide a cowl as taught by Edhardt to cover 
the wheel of the cart taught by Thibault as modified by Eckman for the purpose of 
preventing loose items from getting snarled around the wheel when the cart is in use. 

As regards claim 2, the references to Thibault as modified by Eckman and 
Edhardt fail to teach the provision of a 3" high board provided under the feet, however 
the provision of a board beneath bottom portions of an article to be leveled is 
notoriously old and well known, and as such, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide a board beneath the feet 
portions of the cart taught by Thibault as modified by Eckman and Edhardt for the 
purpose of leveling the cart, for example under a condition where a ground surface is 
lower at one cart end than the other. 

As regards claims 7 and 8, the reference to Eckman, relied upon for the teaching 
of a sling, fails to specifically teach the material of the sling. Both cloth and nylon are 
very well known fabric constituents, and as such, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to make the sling portion taught by the 
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modifying reference to Eckman from a cloth or nylon material for the purpose of utilizing 
a material which is commonly available in stock widths and lengths, and thus reducing 
the manufacturing costs of the sling element. 

As regards claims 9 and 10, the reference of Thibault as modified by Eckman 
and Edhardt fails to teach the material of the wheel as being rubber and the body, 
handle and cowl being made from steel, however rubber is a very old and well known 
wheel material, and steel is a very old and well known structural material, and as such, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to make the wheel from a rubber for the purpose of allowing movement of the cart 
without damage to the surface it traverses, and to make the body, handle and cowl from 
steel for the purpose of providing a material which presents a high strength-to-weight 
ratio. 

As regards claim 12, the reference to Thibault as modified by Eckman and 
Edhardt fails to teach groove portions in the bars (26, 27) which engage the upstanding 
perimeter portion (5). In that the bars are taught to be clamped (see element 25, 
Thibault's figure 3) so as to engage the forward perimeter portion (5), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide a 
groove in the bars (26, 27) which mates with the profile of the perimeter portion for the 
purpose of providing a more distinct registration between the bar portions and cart. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Simpson (US 4,147,369), Wissler (US 4,253,677), Morris (US 
5,242,177). Bushon (US 5,346.232), De Roovere (US 5,752,473), Knoll (US 6,203,033), 
Johnson (GB 2,233,612), and Togni (EP 1 106 471) teach cart structures of pertinence. 

8, Any inquiry specifically concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to F. Vanaman whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6701. 

Any inquiries of a general nature or relating to the status of this application may 
be made through either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.qov . Should you have questions on 
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access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

A response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 

P. 0. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, 
Or faxed to: 

PTO Central Fax: 571-273-8300 



F. VANAMAN 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3618 ^ 



